Dear Paul, 3/ 1 3/78 

After writing you earlier today Jim and I spoke by phone. he bad not yet had time 
to make copies of the reply brief in ^o. 77-1831 , the appeals court ID of the trans- 
scripts suit. My copy came in today’s mail. When my wife revs the copier up she'll 
a copy of it and of the Briggs affidavit for you. It will be with this. They will be. 

% view is that Jim has done a really great job in this. hope you will concur. 

While there are other issues and questions he could have raised, there is always a 
question how much is too much. I think he hit the ideal balance. 

As I have indicated, this is a beginning only. We will be going on. While there is 
always the chance they will wise up and hand the tran eripts over in the hope that will 
moot the case, I think it will not reneder all moot and "im does not believe they will 
follow this course. 

It therefore becomes important that we have all that can be relevant. If the appeals 
court turns on, as I have seen it do/ and believe is not impossible, we may heed what- 
ever can be supplied by then. The time of then is unknown. It can be soon or.it may not be. 
I think the official behavior is so outrageous and this is so powerful a case of it that 
maybe the time lias come when the courts, overloaded by all this fraud, may opt to do 
something. 

If so, in stonewalling me in my Epsteinker request, the CIA has added more for us, 

I think. Jim has not seen it yet so I can't tell you what it thinks. 

I'm pretty sure I sent ray reply. Wilson' s letter will also be enclosed here. 

This reply brief doessi not fully state im* s position or argument or the course he 
qiii take, 1 t does state part of it succinctly. So it indicates what is of special interest 
but not all that is or can be. Therefore, please do not take it as excluding anything you 
may come acoooss that you believe is or may be relevant. 

If you have the book I believe that every reference to Kosenko’ s being sent to BP. 
by CIA will be useful. (There is another one in lew York that JL did not use in the brief.) 

As you can see from the brief any Epsteinker interview can be useful. 

Thanks for anything you can do. 

I suggest that this can assume proportions that may become quite significant. 


Best wishes. 



